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Spjeldnaes has proposed the rejection of Nicholson's name (and concept) of the

species petropolitana and the adoption of Dybowski's name (and therefore concept)

of petropolitcma as type species for Diplotrypa Nicholson. 1879. Such a course of

action would be incorrect and invalid, as Dybowski's concept of petropolitcma is

different from that of Nicholson, and does not belong in Diplotrypa, but rather in

Diatndites. Indeed, this action would lead to the disappearance of Diplotrypa

Nicholson, 1879, which (contrary to its description) would become a junior synonym

of Diamilites Eichwald, 1829, and would (as documented in para. 6 of our

application) be contrary to the usage of names throughout the 20th century. In our

original application we have asked that Pander's authorship of the name be set aside,

and that authorship of the type species of Diplotrypa be attributed to Nicholson,

1879; this preserves the usage of Diplotrypa and its type species.
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(3) Support for the conservation of the names Diamilites petropoUtana Dybowski,

1877 and Diplotrypa petropolitcma Nicholson, 1879 has been received from Professor

Roger J. Cuffey {Department of Geoscience, 412 Deike Building. Pennsylvania State

University, University Park, PA 16802, U.S.A.).

Comment on the proposed conservation -of the specific name of Leptodactylus

chaquensis Cei, 1950 (Amphibia, Anura)

(Case 3172; see BZN 58: 116-118)

W. Ronald Heyer

Amphibians and Reptiles, MRC162. National Museum of Natural History,

Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C. 20560-1062, U.S.A.

Ulisses Caramaschi

Departamento de Vertebrados, Museu Naciotial I UFRJ, Ouinta da Boa Vista,

20940-040 Rio de Janeiro. RJ. Brazil

Weare studying the systematics of the complex of frogs associated with the name
Leptodactylus ocellatus, which includes the species known as L. chaquensis Cei, 1950.

One of us (W.R.H.) has assembled a bibliography of Leptodactylus. This is

sufficient to support Cei's statement in his application that the name L. chaquensis

has been used very extensively for the species (there are at least 156 citations of the
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name), and the species is commonly used as a laboratory animal (54 of the 156

references). In contrast, the name typica (or typicus) has never been used for the

species since 1950.

Wesupport the application.

Comment on the proposed precedence of the specific name of Euphryne obesus Baird,

1859 over that of Sauromalus atei- Dumeril, 1856 (Reptilia, Squamata)

(Case 3143; see BZN 58: 37^0, 229, 307-308)

Roy W. McDiarmid {USGS Patuxent Wildlife Research Center. National Museum

of Natural History, Washington, D.C. 20560-0111, U.S.A.), Kevin de Queiroz

(National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C.

20560-0162), Kent Beaman (Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County, Los

Angeles, California 90007-4057), Brian Crother (Southeastern Louisiana University,

Hammond, Louisiana 70402-0736), Richard Etheridge (San Diego State University,

San Diego. California 92182-4614), Oscar Flores-Villela (Museo de Zoologia. Fac-

ultad de Ciencias, Universidad Nacional Autonoma de Mexico, Mexico Distrito

Federal 04510, Mexico), Darrel Frost (American Museumof Natural History, Central

Park West at 79th Street, New York, N. Y. 10024-5192), L. Lee Grismer (La Sierra

University, 4700 Pierce Street, Riverside, California 92515-8247), Bradford D.

Hollingsworth (San Diego Natural History Museum, P.O. Box 121390, San Diego,

California 92112), Maureen Kearney (Field Museum of Natural History, Chicago,

Illinois 60605-2496), Jimmy A. McGuire (Museum of Natural Science, Louisiana State

University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70803-3216), John Wright (Natural History

Museum of Los Angeles County. Los Angeles, California 90007-4057), George Zug
(National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C.

20560-0162)

Wewrite to oppose the proposal by Montanucci et al. to give precedence to the

specific name oi Euphryne obesus Baird, 1859 over Sauromalus ater Dumeril, 1856. In

our view this proposal runs counter to promoting stability and universality in

nomenclature.

The proposal is based on two issues: first, uncertainty regarding the type locality

of Sauromalus ater, and second, a greater number of papers using the name obesus

than the name ater.

The uncertain type locality of Sauromalus ater is irrelevant to the precedence of

the name ater relative to the name obesus; uncertainty about a type locality is not

usually considered sufficient reason for granting precedence to a junior synonym,

provided that the synonymy can be established based on characters of the type

specimen.

Sauromalus ater is the type species of the genus Sauromalus, and ater has been in

use as a valid name longer than any other specific name in combination with

Scniromalus. Moreover, following Bocourt's (1870) and Coues's (1875) treatments of

Euphryne obesus as a junior synonym of Sauromalus ater, ater was the name used for

all the populations of chuckwalla lizards aff"ected by the proposal of Montanucci et


